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One of the most significant decisions in the Godavarman Case (popularly known as the Forest Case) in the month of the September was the continuation of the term of the Central Empowered Committee (CEC).
The continuation of the CEC despite the strong opposition from the Ministry of Environment and Forests (MoEF) was a strong indication that the Supreme Court is keen to continue to have a role in overseeing of forest conservation issues for some more years to come. The MoEF took the stand that the functioning of the CEC was creating administrative difficulties especially in view of the powers vested under the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986. However, it could not effectively provide situations wherein such administrative difficulties have arisen. The CEC is a crucial institution created by the Court and its functioning in the last five years have only proved that in matters concerning forests, the Courts find it convenient to rely on it for expert advise.
The MoEF had recently taken a tough stand on the issue of composition of Forest Advisory Committee as well as the handling of matters by the forest bench. A very uncomfortable situation had developed. Thankfully, most of it has been resolved largely due to the MoEF withdrawing its affidavit which stated that no judicial emergency existed requiring the intervention of the Supreme Court. However, there are still issues to be resolved such as the final composition of the Forest Advisory Committee as well as some issues related to the functioning of the CEC. 
It remains to be seen as to how amicably these contentious issues which have crucial implications on forest governance in the country will be resolved.
There were several other interesting cases like the mining in Niyamgiri Hills by M/s Vedanta; and laying of pipelines through Protected Areas that were discussed in the court. The relevant orders for many of these are in Section 3 of this issue of the Update (Click here). We have also reported on these cases through Flash News during the month.
See related articles to the developments in the Forest case in the month of September: http://www.indlawnews.com/EDC046B185CC677B6266B62CAA2DF495
http://www.indianexpress.com/story/215160.html
http://www.livemint.com/2007/10/11001817/Vedanta-faces-fresh--bauxite-m.html
http://in.news.yahoo.com/070910/137/6kjwr.html 

http://www.telegraphindia.com/1071010/asp/frontpage/story_8415104.asp 

http://www.indiatogether.org/2007/oct/env-mcleod.htm 
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A Writ Petition related to the mining in Niyamgiri Hills, Orissa was filed in the Supreme Court of India using Article 32 of the Constitution of India. The petitioner is Sidhartha Nayak, a social activist and advocate from Bhawanipatna, Kalahandi in Orissa, and the advocate, Anitha Shenoy. The respondents in the case include, the State of Orissa through its Chief Secretary; Orissa Mining Corporation; and Ministry of Environment and Forests through its Secretary. 

The petition had been filed for the protection of ecology and bio-diversity of Niyamgiri Hills located in District Kalahandi, Orissa and the tribals residing in the said hills and for sustaining their livelihood. These would be threatened by the proposed mining at Niyamgiri Hills by the Orissa Mining Corporation for supplying the same to Vedanta Alumina Ltd (VAL).

The Petitioner highlighted that if mining is permitted on the Niyamgiri hills it would result in irreparable and irreversible loss to the life, livelihood, culture and religion of the Tribals and infact the very existence of the Dongaria Kondhs which is a recognized primitive tribe group in the country (PTG) with a population of only 7952 individuals according to the latest census report.   The proposed mining would cause irreparable loss to the ecology (which has rich dense forests), environment (the home to the elephants, Leopards, Sambhars besides other species) and also the water source which originates from the mountains (which includes 36 Streams and 2 Rivers Bansadhara and Nagawali). 

The petition also describes the facts related to the amount of mining and interlinked projects of the Alumina refinery at Lanjigarh and Smelter Plant at Jharsugoda. It also highlighted the discrepancies in the environment and forest clearance of the projects and that information was concealed while seeking clearances. The Central Empowered Committee in its report dated 21.9.2005 noted that the said Environment Clearance was obtained by concealment of material particulars principally that no forest land was involved in the Project whereas in reality about  660 hectares of Forest Land was involved. Secondly, there was de-linking of the mining component which was integral to the refinery project. It therefore recommended that the Supreme Court may consider revoking the Environmental clearance granted for the Alumina refinery Plant by M/s Vedanta and directing them to stop further work on the project. 

The CEC has also strongly recommended that permitting Mining operations in the Niyamgiri Hills will result in serious and irreversible damage to the wildlife and ecology of the area. 

The writ petition specifically highlighted the importance of the Niyamgiri Hills for the Dongaria Kondh tribal community. The "Dongria Kondh" which is a sub-tribe of ‘Kondh’ is declared as primitive tribal group (PTG).  According to the Ministry of Tribal Affairs, the Primitive Tribal Groups are tribal communities among the Scheduled Tribes that live in near isolation in inaccessible habitat.  The Dongaria Kondhs are mainly concentrated in the Niyamgiri hill ranges. They live on the hill slopes surrounded by dense forests situated at a height ranging from 1000 to 4970 feet above sea level. The male and female ratio stands as 1000:1030. Though their economy was based mainly on shifting cultivation, hunting and gathering but now they have become skilled horticulturists. Their social, economical and cultural life is closely interlinked with Niyamgiri hills. Most importantly their beliefs and identity is also associated with the Niyamgiri hills which is regarded as a Sacred hill.

It also brought to the notice of the court various descriptions of the Dongaria Kondhs from various journals and books.

In local Oriya, the term dongara means hill and the Kondh inhabiting such hilly habitat fringed by rugged mountain cliffs are known as Dongaria Kondh. The Dongaria Kondh believe that their surroundings had been provided by their benevolent supreme god king Niyamraja as their main mythological figure. 

The petition also went into details of the significance of hill tops and specially Niyamgiri for the Dongaria Kondh community. The Dongarai Kondhs place the highest importance to the hill tops and its associated forests in view of multiple belief system which regard it as the most sacred place. A hill top and specially the top of the Niyamgiri Hill is regarded as most sacred since it is on one hand regarded as ‘mudeni kaba’, a ‘kaman’  and a ‘gati’   A brief description of the above  belief systems will help in understanding the  social significance of the hill tops: The Dongaria attach social significance to hills.  The top of the hill is known as gati. This part of the hill is either covered with timber species or grass. The peak of the hill is said to be a very powerful spot. A general term describing this area, penu basa, refers to the abode of deities there. Although there are numerous tree species in the penu basa, they are not felled excepting when wood is needed for festivals or house construction. The hill top is also referred to as penu eja literally, God’s house or hour pij hinata eja, meaning the house at the top of the hill. These religious beliefs usually deter people from felling trees from the hill top.  Hills with sparse tree cover are either left intact or with minimum of five to six trees remain standing to serve as the abode of the hill god and other deities.

Hill top are also the place of sacred forests i.e. Kaman and Trunjeli Munari. The Dongaria’s termed a forest of large trees as Kaman.  According to them every hill top once had a Kaman, regardless of the fact that the ground was flat, as they believe that the gods and goddesses prefer to reside there.  The people believe that during Niymraja’s reign in the land of the Dongaria, the cutting of trees from a Kaman was considered a violation of the sovereignty. 

The Dongaria’s also have a practice wherein certain sections of forests are revered as the abode of gods and goddesses and are traditionally left intact. These forests are referred to as trunjeli muanri and their sanctity is acknowledged by the fact that the people refrain from chopping or felling and also desist from organizing common activities there. This tradition is still followed in Niyamgiri Hills.

Hill top and plateau are seen as  “playground” of gods and goddess  i.e. Dasak or Patra.  Hills with Plateau are known as patra or dasak. To the Dongaria, a plateau represents the playground of gods and goddess. Certain plateaus are believed to be occupied by malevolent, unsatisfied spirits and the people are thus reluctant to pass over a plateau. 
The proposed mining will strip open the forest and destroy the hill tops which are regarded as highly sacred by the Dongaria’s.   It is essential to emphasis the fact that the process of mining involves blasting, excavation, dumping of ores and movement of heavy vehicles. Some portions of the Rapid Environment Impact Assessment Report prepared by TATA AIG Group; are also quoted in the petition.

The Dongaria Kondhs have been protesting against the proposed mining. It is submitted that the protests are very significant since it is very uncommon for the Dongaria Khonds who are generally shy of interacting with others to come out publicly against the proposed mining project. It is submitted  that is unfortunate that a mining project with such adverse impact is being considered for Forest Clearance based on only a Rapid Environmental Impact Assessment Report which is only a one season monitoring of the ecological and social aspects. The lack of consideration of the impact of the project on the Dongaria Kondh community is a crucial omission. 

THE VIOLATION OF FOREST RIGHTS AS RECOGNIZED BY THE SCHEDULED TRIBES AND OTHER TRADITIONAL FOREST DWELLERS (RECOGNITION OF FOREST RIGHTS) ACT, 2006

The petition derived reference to certain provisions of the Scheduled Tribes and Other Traditional Forest Dwellers (Recognition of Forest Rights) Act, 2006 in December 2006.  Certain provisions of the Act are important in the context of the rights of the Dongaria Kondh over the Niyamgiri Hills.  

It quoted the definitions of  Community Forest Resource which includes customary forest land within the traditional or customary boundaries of the village or seasonal use of landscape in the case of pastoral communities, including reserved forest, protected and protected areas such as Sanctuaries and National Parks to which the community had traditional access; or Habitat:  that includes the area comprising the customary habitat and such other habitats in Reserve Forests and Protected Forests of primitive tribal groups and pre agricultural communities and other forest dwelling Scheduled Tribes.

The writ petition highlighted that the aspect of Forest Rights as mentioned in the 2006 Act. The following among others are ‘Forest Rights’:

(i) The right to hold and live in the forest land under the individual or common occupation for habitation or for self cultivation for livelihood by members of a forest dwelling Scheduled tribe or other traditional dwellers; 

(ii) Right of ownership, access to collect, use and dispose of minor forest produce which have traditionally been collected within or outside village boundaries. 

(iii) rights, including community tenures of habitat and habitations for primitive tribal groups and pre-agricultural communities 

(iv) right to protect, regenerate or conserve or manage community forest resources which they have traditionally been protecting and conserving for sustainable use.

According to Section 4 (1) of the Act, the Central government recognizes and vests the forest rights in the forest dwelling Scheduled Tribes of the States or areas in States where they are declared as Scheduled Tribes in respect of all forest rights.

Further, no member of a forest dwelling Scheduled Tribe or other traditional forest dweller shall be evicted from the forest land under his occupation till the recognition and verification procedure is complete. The Gram Sabha shall be the authority to initiate the process for determining the nature and extent of individual or community forest rights. 

The mining activities and the associated movement of machineries labour and the noise pollution to be caused will seriously impact the customary boundaries of the Dongaria Kondhs. It is pertinent to mention that the Dongaria Kondhs not only regard Niyamgiri Hills as important from the sacred point of view but it is also crucially important from livelihood aspects, as the Dongaria Kondhs depend heavily on the collection of Non- Timber Forest Produce from the Niyamgiri Hills. 

GROUNDS:

A. The Dongaria Kondhs treat the Niyamgari Hill and especially the top of the hill as the abode of Niyamraja, their God. The Dongaria Kondhs have for that very reason refrained from cultivating, residing, hunting, felling or in any way destroying the Natural Habitat of the Hill Top. In short, this is their principal place of worship and they firmly believe their very survival and continuation depends on worship of Niyamgiri ; following the Law laid down by Niyamraja; and their continued residence on the slopes of Niyamgiri. Entire families go up to the Hill top annually, perform rituals and offer sacrifices to propitiate their Gods. Therefore if mining is permitted on the Hill Top, the entire Hill top will be blasted and their sacred abode will be destroyed permanently. This will be in blatant violation of their fundamental cultural and religious rights including their right to freely profess, practice and propagate religion enshrined under Article 25 of the Constitution.

B. Because the Hon’ble Supreme Court in P.M. A Metropolitan Vs Moran Mar Mathoma 1995 Supp (4) SCC 286 had held that “Religion is the belief which binds spiritual nature of men to super natural being. It includes worship, belief, faith and devotion etc and extends to rituals. Religious rights is the right of a person believing in a particular faith to practice it, preach it and profess it. 

C. Because it  is unfortunate that a mining project with such adverse impact is being considered for Forest and environment  Clearance based on only a Rapid Environmental Impact Assessment Report which is only a one season monitoring of the ecological and social aspects. The lack of consideration of the impact of the project on the Dongaria Kondh community is a crucial omission. It is submitted that the issue of crucial significance is that the mining project is being justified on the ground that the area on the top is degraded whereas it is a vital grassland and has important water recharge functions and most important is the fact that it is a sacred hill of the tribals. The lack of consideration of these aspect  have greatly disturbed the tribal communities whose cultural, ecological and social dependence on the Niyamgiri hills is being undermined for short term economic gain. This blatant discriminatory treatment by the state against the tribals is violative of their right to equality and equal protection under the law as enshrined in Article 14 of the Constitution. Even the death of some tribals during these protests have gone amiss.

D. Because, the Dongaria Kondh depend on collection of Non Timber Forest Produce (NTFP) for their livelihood as also on horticulture, the mining on the hills will adversely impact them. Because any mining on the top will have serious repercussions on the slopes where they reside and practice horticulture  as it will involve blasting, excavation  and dumping .In short their Gods would be destroyed, their homes would be destroyed and they will not be able to practice horticulture anymore. This will result in the brazen violation of their right to life and their very existence. In fact it is submitted that if the Dongaria Kondhs are separated from their Niyamraja and Niyamgiri, they will become extinct.

E. Because the Niyamgiri Reserved forests is part of the customary boundary of the Dongarai Kondh.  Section 2 (a) of the  Scheduled Tribes and Other Forest Dwellers (Recognition of Forest Rights) Act, 2006 defines ‘community Forest Resource’ to include customary forest land within the traditional or customary boundaries of the village or seasonal use of landscape in the case of pastoral communities, including reserved forest, protected and protected areas such as Sanctuaries and National Parks to which the community had traditional access. 

F. Because the recently adopted declaration by United Nations (UN Declaration on the Rights of the Indigenous Peoples), to which India is a party explicitly recognizes and reflects the Indian constitutional aspirations, inter alia, to ensure that ”Indigenous peoples and individuals are free and equal to all other peoples and individuals and have the right to be free from any kind of discrimination, in the exercise of their rights, in particular that based on their indigenous origin or identity.” (Article 2) as also “the Indigenous peoples have the right to maintain and strengthen their distinct political, legal, economic, social and cultural institutions, while retaining their right to participate fully, if they so choose, in the political, economic, social and cultural life of the State. “ (Article 5).
G. That the Convention on Biological Diversity to which India is a Party provides that each contracting party shall subject to National legislation, respect, protect, preserve and maintain knowledge, innovations and practices of indigenous and local communities embodying traditional lifestyles relevant for conservation and sustainable use of biological diversity. (Article 8 (j)) 
The PRAYER, stated asked the court to direct that no mining activity should be permitted in the Niyamgiri Hills in view of the social, cultural, religious and ethnic rights of Dongaria Kondhs and also in view of their life and livelihood protected by Article 21 of the Constitution, other provisions of the Constitution, related laws and international Conventions protecting the rights of the tribal communities. And also pass other orders that the court may deem fit.

Also see: 
http://telegraphindia.com:80/1071010/asp/frontpage/story_8415104.asp; http://economictimes.indiatimes.com/News/News_By_Industry/Govt_backs_controv; http://in.news.yahoo.com/070330/137/6dvs8.html.

We have regularly reported on this issue. See Forest Case Update, including Issues 31, 35; also Flash News 57, 78, 102. These are available on www.forestcaseindia.org 
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Orders dated 6.9.2007
· I.A.No.1641 in I.A.No.548 (Regarding drinking water pipeline in Ratapani Wildlife Sanctuary, Madhya Pradesh)

CEC has filed a report regarding laying of the pipeline through the Ratanpani Wildlife Sanctuary for supply of drinking water to Bhopal Town. The Government of Madhya Pradesh accepts the supplementary report dated 28.8.2007 of the CEC in which the following conditions were laid down:-

(i) for the use of the forest land approval under the FC Act will be Obtained and the stipulated conditions including the payment of the NPV will be complied with;
(ii) 5% of the total project cost i.e. Rs.12.00 crore will be deposited by the Project Authorities in the Compensatory Afforestation Fund for undertaking the conseration and the protection measures in the Ratapani Wildlife Sanctuary. Since the Compensatory Afforestation Fund has not become operational so far, it is recommended that a Committee consisting of the Principal Chief Conservator of Forests, the Chief Wildlife Warden and the concerned Conservator of Forests may prepare the scheme for undertaking the conservation and the protection works in the Ratapani Wildlife Sanctuary and the money required for the implementation of the works may be released by the Ad-hoc CAMPA to the Park Authorities as per the above scheme; and

(iii) the conditions laid down by the Chief Wildlife Warden, State of

Madhya Pradesh for the implementation of the projects within the sanctuary will be strictly complied with. Subject to fulfillment of the above conditions, permission is granted. 

The I.A. No.1641 in I.A. No.548 is disposed of.

· I.A.Nos.1324 & 1474 (Regarding Mining in Niyamgiri Hills )

Heard learned amicus curiae, learned Solicitor General, learned counsel for Vedanta, the State of Orissa and O.M.C. We see that in the Districts of Koraput and Kalahandi of Orissa State there is large extent of Bauxite deposit and CEC has filed details of the Bauxite bearing areas in the State of Orissa particularly in these two districts. We find that large number of applications are pending for mining licences. Some of them relate to the Orissa Mining Corporation. Most of these mining Bauxite deposits are in forests. 

We do not have any comprehensive report regarding the extent of forest lands involved in these mining areas and we would like to have a report regarding the number of applications pending, the impact on the forests' if these applications are allowed and about the effect on the Tribal life habitation and ecology in all these Bauxite deposit areas. We would also like to seek the views of the MOEF regarding the safeguards, which are to be imposed while giving the mining licences in any these areas.

Learned SG would file a report within a period of four weeks.

List on 5.10.2007.
Orders dated 7.9.2007
· I.A.2016 (Regarding Continuation of the term of the Central Empowered Committee)

Heard learned Amicus Curiae and also learned Solicitor General for India.

Learned Amicus Curiae expressed the view that the C.E.C. should continue to assist the Court and that is why the C.E.C. was appointed and the final Notification was made by MoEF on 17th September, 2002 and it is submitted that the continuation of this Committee would help this Court to issue appropriate directions for the protection of the forests and also the environment.

The learned Solicitor General for India pointed out that C.E.C. has been appointed, and the powers are to be exercised under Section 3(3) of the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986. It is pointed out that some powers which are to be exercised under sub-sections (4) & (5) by the Notification dated  17th September, 2002 have been given to the C.E.C. which are beyond intended delegation and these cause serious administrative problems for the Central Government. Our attention was particularly drawn to clauses II, III, IV and V of para 2 of the Notification in this connection.

As an interim measure, we direct that the said C.E.C. will continue until further orders and the learned Solicitor General would give a brief report within a period of four weeks as to the modifications that are required in the Notification issued on 17th September, 2002.

 List after four weeks.

· I.A.No.1991 (Regarding construction of bus stand and parking in Mcleodganj, Himachal Pradesh)

In this application, the applicant is seeking a direction for construction of a bus stand. It is alleged that the C.E.C. has prevented the applicant from constructing some parking area near the bus stand. We are told that the C.E.C. is proposing to inspect the site and shall give a report. We think that before giving any direction to the applicant, the C.E.C. may hear the applicant and file a report and meanwhile the work relating to the construction of bus stand may continue but no other construction shall be carried out.

List after six weeks.

· I.A.No.1699 (Regarding change of a alignment in the construction of a road by NHAI)

This application relates to construction of a road by N.H.A.I. Originally the alignment was permitted and it is alleged that the original proposal was interfered with as there is some wildlife sanctuary and forest area. Thereafter the matter was considered and the alignment was changed. We may also recall in this connection that the change of alignment was challenged

by the same applicant in a writ petition before this Court and the same was dismissed by this Court on 27th March, 2006. Now a contention has been raised by the applicant that the alignment should not have been changed and the original alignment should have been retained without any change.

Learned Solicitor General appearing for MoEF also submitted that N.H.A.I. is going ahead with the construction on the basis of the changed alignment. We find no reason to give any direction in this application. Accordingly, the application is rejected.

· I.A.No.1801 (Regarding use of forest land in Delhi Ridge for construction of a bridge)

The matter relates to use of forest land falling in Delhi ridge for the construction of bridge

over the Neela Hauz water body at Aruna Asaf Ali Road, New Delhi. The C.E.C. has examined and recommended the same subject to the fulfillment of the following conditions: 

1. "Requisite approval under F.C. Act to be obtained.

2. Clearance from the Delhi ridge management board to be obtained.

3. Deposit of NPV for the forest land in the compensatory afforestation fund

4. along with an undertaking to pay additional amount as per the directions of

5. this Hon'ble Court.

6. 5% of the project cost to the deposited for the conservation and development

7. of the Delhi ridge.

8. The existing road at the "S" bend measuring 565 m. approx. in length and 7.5

9. m. in width shall be completely dismantled and the malba there shall be

10. removed and trees shall be planted.

11. As far as practicable, instead of felling of trees they will be translocated.

12. As far as feasible, compensatory afforestation shall be carried out adjacent to

13. the impact area."

Government of NCT of Delhi agrees to abide by the above conditions. The application is allowed, subject to the fulfillment of the above conditions.

Orders dated 28.9.2007
· I.A.No.1868 (Regarding mining by Lafarge in Meghalaya without forest clearance)

The petitioner is said to have a lime stone quarry in the State of Meghalaya. It is stated to be covering an extent of 100 ha. and it is in the border of India and Bangladesh. It is alleged by the learned amicus curiae that the lime stone quarry is in the forest area and the applicant started the mining operation and had not obtained any previous sanction, whereas the petitioner company says that in the mining area there is no forest and the mining operation itself is as a result of agreement between India and Bangladesh.

Learned amicus curiae would file a fresh application in this regard within a week and a copy of the same may be given to the learned Solicitor General. The response of CEC/MoEF may be filed within a period of three weeks thereafter.

As regards mining operation, the same shall not be carried out for a period of four weeks.

State of Meghalaya would also file its reply within a period of three

weeks.

· I.A.1715-16 (Regarding Bariyarpur project in Ken Ghadiyal Sanctuary, Madhya Pradesh)

The matter relates to the Bariyarpur Project falling within the territory of Ken Ghadiyal Sanctuary. The CEC has examined the matter and has recommended subject to the following conditions:

i) the   labour   camp   will be   located   outside   the   Panna   Tiger Reserve/forest area at a convenient place approved by the the FD, PTR;

ii) as far as possible only local unskilled labourers will be used from the villages around the PTR;

(iii) adequate arrangement for the supply of fuel wood from outside the       boundary of the PTR to the labourers in the camp shall be made;

(iv) feeling of trees, blasting of any type, digging of soil, or removal of stone from the PTR/adjoining forest area shall not be permitted. However, salvaging of stones from the damaged structure and use of silt obtained by desilting the reservoir may be permitted by the FD, PTR;

(v)the details of the staff, the number of unskilled/skilled labourers,

vehicles, machinery etc. to be used in the repair works along with the timeframe for the report will be made available in advance to the FD, PTR for his approval;
(vi) the repair works shall be carried out only between dawn in dusk. There shall be no movement of vehicles during the night;

(vii)   for regulating the movement of vehicles, staff, labourers etc. and to control poaching in the impact area of the PTR, the construction of the boundary wall along with the entry gate, a forest post, appropriate anti poaching measures, river patrolling etc. will be undertaking at the cost of the user agency. The funds for this purpose, not exceeding Rs.10 lakhs, will be made available by the project authorities to the FD, PTR; and

(viii) in case of violation of any of the above conditions, the project work will be liable to be suspended by the FD, PTR, with prior approval of the Chief Wild Life Warden, Madhya Pradesh Forest Department.

The report of CEC is acceptable to the State of M.P. The project is cleared subject to the fulfillment of the above conditions.

· I.A.1717-18 and I.A.No.2067 IN I.A.Nos.1413, 1414, 1426 and other related IAs (Regarding the constitution and composition of the Forest Advisory Committee)

I.A.No.2067 is taken on board.

These applications involve 55 projects sponsored by the various government agencies. Some of them are power projects and some relates to other activities. The CEC as examined the matters and has given approval to all these projects. MoEF may examine if there are any violations and thereafter pass appropriate orders regarding clearance at the earliest.

I.A.No.1717-18, I.A.No.2067 in I.A.NO.1413, 1414, 1426 and other related I.As. are disposed of accordingly. 
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Editors: Ritwick Dutta and Kanchi Kohli

For further information and clarifications please write to forestcase@yahoo.com 

Coordinating addresses: E-180, Greater Kailash 2, New Delhi-110048 and 

C-106, Sector 40, Noida, Uttar Pradesh

Visit the Forest Case Update Website for past issues and accessing the orders of the Supreme Court and Central Empowered Committee: www.forestcaseindia.org
We would like to acknowledge the support of Foundation for Ecological Security and Environment Equity Justice Partnership. The support for the procurement of the Supreme Court orders has been received from Rufford’s Small Grants.
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